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Sxf?p*rr4<j from Interview with iUdwani i^psteln 3/22/78 

-David V/ilUams 

I met him at his hotel room, Hit?. -Carlton, expecting 
to spend dp to one-and-a-half hours with him. I was there i 
for more than two and a half. Naturally he knew that I was 
doi»'g a piece for the Phoenix and we chatted * briefly before 
I turned on the tape-recorder. (Unfortunately I had only two 
hourjs of tape.J I mentioned that I had done some free-lance 
and hfdd noolied to sevei'al programs In broadcast journa'^lsm. 

It didn't take long for him to see that I was ^fairly well^ ‘ » 
informed (At one point^h-* said that I seemed to know Ina uest 
bett^^r than he did.) Although I challenged him frequently r 
and he was occasionally flustered, the tone throughout was . 
civil. , 1, ^ 

Wnat follows are rough notes from one playback , On a 
few occasionn I notsd lengthy quotes. I regret that I ,didn*1f 
pin him down in more areas. I probably tried to cover 'too 
much, lie was also very adept at rambling on or blurting- but* •'*' 
a quick response and change the subject.. " | 

' ji‘v ; ' 

-Reader's Dige^-t came to him with a proposal for a book on. ! 
the J FIv a ssass Inat ion , Af ter some discussions, he SLUr^^^reated : 
the Ot^jwald book. "John Darron ax^ranged the Wosenko interview^’* 
(I didn?‘t get a chance to hit him with what he said in New 



xQi*k . namely that the dlA ptjt 
that goes to show that i3arron 



him 

and 



onto 
the ^ 



to Nosenko. I guess 



lA are syncnymous.) j! 

3arron is reported to be very unhappy with Epstein's book. ' 
do is the entire V/ashington bureau of Header's PiKeat . Nosenko 
is one of barren's "close friends." , ‘ 

’h 

-He said the Nosenko transcripts were obtained under F0IA'J*("for 
(I trust that someone will passNfhis on* to Harold t/eisbergl, ) * mosi 
He also got a 5iynopsia of 900-page report on Nosenko, * I 
He ackrxowledged that aside from a few memos (and I'm not 
convincf^d these were new) he relied on the recent releases 
and that he had "piggybacked on others' FOIA requests.** ='• 

He called the recent FBI releases "garbage" and rambled 
on about what he really wanted to see in the FBI, naming; 
Voloshin, Ivoatikov, etc. ‘He acknowledged th^;t the 
continues to withhold significant documents, 




f I 




-’/e spent considerable time discussing T^exico 'Jity which 
he labollod "nri area of mystery", I questioned him about . 
tl\e toped p>ior\o calls. He agreed there was a problem and ]l ! ' 
noted that the hot! said that it was very bad Russian , 
on the tape of Oswald which is "inconsistent " with LilO's 
known proficiency. He said the camera stuff was "very weird". 




_Ke told me of his efforts to locate Robert Webtster and 
the .,talc of the psychiatrist (in his book) who couldn't 
rom<5;ber whetf\cr^^it whs './ebster of Oswald that had been debriefed 
He said it was "vex'y curious" that the two looked so much 
alike and recoimtotl an eoLsode from Priscilla's tale where' 
Oswald asks, "How's doing?" Die distinct possibility, 

that 'w'ebster was on an intelligence assignment and the 
striking p.arallols to Oswald's case led me to question him 
on his case for HHO as ICOii and ‘ask whether we couldn't easily 
flip the coin and see LHO as Uo intelligence . 
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Epstein lnt»rviftw ( c ont . ) 



Epstein responded, "It doesn't flip over that easily, 
although I would say that you could fte t the coin to flip 
over if you" said after he returned he was recruited by UJ 
intelligence." •/e tlien discussed the pros and cons of'the 
case for bilO r,s U2 intelli«;ence . ("'<obster would be a much 
better candidate for t)>is kind of thing.") He felt the 
basic reasons to send a defector to Russia wereil) To 
Iftarn Russian techniques in handline defectors, "just 
procedurally " and 2) to pass disinformation. He said it 
was "inconceivable that the CIA didn't want to debrief 
Oswald" and ran off 3-4 good reasons. He said that the only 
answer he could perceive as a possible exjtanation is that 
they viewed him as "hostile" in which case they would 
‘seek an opportunity for "unwitting debriefing". Enter George 
DeMohrenschildt. ("This is what he told me he did." He 
said the Paines were also candidates^, 'but they came into 
the picture too late"). Epstein said job at Jaggars-Etovall 
was designed as a "provocation" so LUO would seek out his 
contac Ls . 

-He said LKO too.k tax returns from Jaggars to "prove his 
bona fidcs, that he }iad worked there", to show to the Cubans. 
Genied that lie knew of other records tliat LHO may have taken*. 

••o uubatfd iiiLolli.gnru:e value of what he may have seen at 
daggai's Pretty classified stuff. All the satelite photographs 
of '^uba.i’.ore than one would expect Oswald to get access to. 
he was there during ^>uban missile crisis." 

-V/e discussed "Oswald security case". Earlier he had told 
me about his efforts to get the ONI net damage assessment 
report on LHO, written in '59 after his defection. Told that 
it hai' been destroyed. Then I asked him about Otto Otepka 
and rUate Gent, security file. He interviewed Otenk^ut seemed 
?iuh)rised when I told hln that Otepka had apparently kept a file 
on Oswald when he whs in Russia. Epstein said Otepka was 
putting together another net asse.ssment report on Oswald and 
wan "seeking additional Information on Oswald" but after the 
as sans I not ion Cobby Menncdy sent some people to "break into 
Hin safe and take his file." Otepka never saw the file again, 
(This area is obviously very murky, b'rifortunatoly I got side- 
tracked In a dincuuslon of why the Etate Oept, was so interested 
in helpin,*’ the Oswald return from Russia and didn't get back 
to Otepka.) 

JVe spent con.niderable time debating the intelligence value of 
what LHO had to tell the iiunoians about the U-2. "Even the 
slightest bit of information would have helped them'iBut was 
it shot down? After some sparring, he acknowledged that there 
was "nothing teciiMcally wrong" with theory that' the plane had 
been sent over .'ic^bjLLil^CteJLY. to cause an incident and undermine 
the summit, l^e said tliis was anotlier area of mystery, since 
at the very least there was reason to question why .the plane 
was sent just two months before tlie u-2 program was due to be 
phased out, wlien they hadn't launched a plnne in some time 
ahd months after Oswald's defection with these so-called 
military necret, 5 '-J 
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Epsteln j.qt<>rvi<?w 



-An^jrleton. I asked him about An^leton's reported feeling 
that there is no oino-Go'/let split and there has never been 
a legitimate Hussian defector. At first Epateln said about 
no dino-doviet split, "if he believes that, he’s cra'/y". 

But later he acknowledged that An.rleton believes the 
Russians are "very sophisticated in deqption" and they 
could fake something like the Bino-doviet split. ,Ke said 
Angleton is suspicious of most defectors although there have 
been legitimate ones (gave one example - 6olits4in (^.) ) 

Epstein said Angleton was not the only source on Rosenko, 
naming his assistants, and said "Angleton was probably more 
sympathetic, from '64- ‘67, to Nosenko’s position than other 
people in the v.IA. "{????; 

-I asked what all this says about tho dIA? "I think it*^says ' ' 
■pone serious things. First of all, it says the -lA is a 
rrv*i:=>s ive charade. That it has thre^ or four, sometimes one or 
two, sometimes none, so-called mole.s, which are ’ooviet agents 
like Wosonko and Fedora that whispci\j.n the ears of the >IA 
counter parts ... .uomple tely unroliaMti reports f^^t passed up 
to ^ tho president as super-secret sources. I think the whole 
‘-^lA is based on a very frai-»;llo straw and that it has been 
conalstently wron?^ in all its evaluations of Soviet strength,” 
The Kosenko affair is sean as a "travo.sty of hubris and pride 
that the people who won eventually, the i'ar i^astern people, the 
Vietnam people , the v-olby people, v/ould rub it in the face 
by pull ini.*: K'osenko out from Korth bnrolina and briiif^lnp; him 
into the .^lA, The uufis.lans as a matter of policy .‘-even if 
every Hiissian believed that Thtlby is Philby - .... don’t 
take foreign a^nints int^o (their) intelli^;ence service, It» 
just shows the utter cp^uption of the whole thing.” ' I 

“He commented, In pas.sing, on ”the massive leakiri*? business 
goin.p; on, which my book is one example of, Sy Hersh is 
cinother . example of, and b’oiby's book is a third example. 

^At Ic.tiit a h:i 1 f-do7,on officers, not to mention Bill 
oullivan at tlie FBI, were williiv 5 to ^ivo out the v/holeLi. 
case on FediAiM, wlilc/i is a live operation, . It v/asn't 
like i*ednrr.i was dead.,.. here they are talking freely with 
a journalist about a case that’s going on.” 

I asked him about any sources that he hadn't named; restrictions 
placed on ujiy ir\formation and whether his interviews (e^. 
witJi all the !Marii\oG) would be availabl.'. I hit him with 
the quote (Thunks to r.Hoch) fron) Anenov of Fear about 
na.rnin,«»; his ^30ut.’C0s and commenting on motives , con tradictions , 
etc. This Ir-d him to assure me that he would make available 
the transcrif»ts from his interviews (eg. with all the .Marines) 
and we later discussed how we could arrange for this. (I have 
hin f)r\or\e rujfubcr In Kf, and told liirn about the A IB connectioji 
at the end of the interview, I v/ill definitely press him on 
this point.) j 
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-One unn=iined source was i^ay Rocca, "as a personal favor to 
him", "but he was easily identifiable." lie added, "I wish 
I had done a large apoendix like in Ao-encv of F.-jar . talking 
about personal relations with people like Rocca, Angleton 
and -cotty i-iiier. I think tliat would have been very helpful," 

The other unriamed source ("a main source") was the Deputy 
chief of the -oviet Russia Division. "He's easily identifiable. 

He's even in Agee's book he just wanted to keep his name 

out of print." 

"I think that anything done to obscure a source makes it im- 
possible to read or to chock on it or understand the position. 
Especially in this. You have to get the Angleton viewpoint, 

Colby viewpoint. Helms viewpoint to understand where these 
guys stood in the CIA. They all tell partial stories. Its 
not a question of Angleton being honest or dishonest, I can't 
think of an instance of his being dishonest, but he'll tell 
you one thirtieth of what there is to know, which la a way of 
being dishonest. You don't have to lie, you just tell a person 

part of the story I agree with your point, I think orte day I 

write a long Cippondix on the .sources. 

He said Helms believed the ^lA had been destroyed because of 
the '-lA assassimtlon-plot-rnvelatlonK. He said he thought 
"Hay of f’iini thing" was a eui.<he'ni.sm for the assassination plots, 
although ho didn't specifically ask Helms about this, oaid 
Holms thought iialdeman book was "Bullshit". 

_ I asked him about the unaccounted time (0ct.20th-Nov.4th'62) 
in LUO'S Dallas/Pt. ..'orth period, iie said it \;aa still a mystery. 

"Its like ho(LHCJ) had disappeared off the face of the earth." 
Laid he had taken Cary Vaylor and Alexandria all over the D/Ft,V’, 
area trying to jog their memory. Nothing. 

_The V/alker shooting. "I've never been satisfied with th e 
dal.ker shooting. Its another area of mystery.^ Iconfronted 
him with the bullet controversy, (Thanks to r,D. Ccott), since 
he had S'lid bullet was "unidentified". After some discussion 
he said, "I made a mistake. I should have made a footnote 
on the controversy over the bullet. I wasn't even aware of it." 

He asked me whether a 3«.06 bul.let could be fired from the 
^•anni icher-'Hircano. 1 reiterated the discrepancies in the 
accounts surrounding the identification. He then said, "I've 
alway.s had t)ie theory that Oswald may have used another rifle 
in shooLln/j: at Walker." This was after we had discussed the 
other .«onrl reasons to believe that LHO and the r.'.annlicher 
(supposedly liuried) were not involved. Amazing. 

- I asked him about the photo, allegedly signed by i-iarina 
and Osv/ald t)ia L had been given to Dm<l. He said tJie handwriting'' 
analysis had been performed ("in Nov. or Dec.") by Jay J4clnanus, 
analyst, -onfirmed it was l-iiirina's handwriting. WJiat 
about OswaltlV ile mumbled "yes", but I question wheUier this 
was tictually confli'ined because later, in the discussion he 
said, "••.aybe jw-ople doubt it was IJlO's writing on the photo." 
Lertainly not Uie woi'd.s of someone confldont that it was UiO . 
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-Oh yes, I for, -rot to mention that he said he had investigated 
a report -that Oav;ald had sold a rifle to a "Robert Taylor 
at a f*as station". Kothinp- came of it. Also I asked him 
whether the examination of the photo given to De*’5. had been 
of the original, "It mi^'ht have been a copy." 

"Iguesa there isn't modi evidence that Oswald actually 
dill the shootintrCat V/alker) .except for i»*>arina ’3 story." , 

"The reason C lieLievo tlie pl\otogr;iph la real is because ! 
f'^irguerito Oswald said she and !>tarina destroyed it. Aiarguerite 
•would never lie in that direction." "Del-i thought that 
l;is •.•;ife (Karina) war, using the photogrwiph to blackmail him." 



-Had he ^iven anyt)iin^ to the HCCA? ”They asked for a copy of 
my book. " 



'I asked himCvh^inks to *i.Policoff) about his categorical state- i • 
meat Crnade in 19^7-60) that the autopsy report had been changed.! i 
At first he Vatjicetl off. saying, ”1 don't know whether the’^^' 
autop.sy report w.js changed. '* i-»ut later he says, '* Vhen I wrote 
in 19»"*'*i*, f-?i/ice then alot of the matoriHl has become 
available, although rf»;iybe not everything, and some of it has shown 
that they did \t, eh, I mean, i’orge may be too stroni/ s 

vyoTil, but the polntM and dotu tliey iieido on tiiose autopsy pictures 
.iuMt aren't consistent with where the wounds entered *».ennedy '3 ' 
back.'*, lie also added, *'the autopsy report might have been I 

changed later by Arlen opocter** (to conform with the single . 1 

bullet theory;. 



-»Vhen I confrontp-d him with one of the many errors in his 
appendix on the no-called status of the evidence, this one 
in his footnote of the article by V/echt and drnith’ as being 
"conclusive In defirurig the rlirection of the bullets'* and" 
then rojiul him the actual quote from v/echt *s article where 
‘/echt postal'* ten gunmen firing from two locations from behind 
ho said **’*/e mi'^fil^ he talking about tv/o different articles.*' 
'•^hen I showfMi it w.a.s the one hne had sited, he mumbled 

about wantirv-*^ to simply demonstrate that all the shots had 
come from behind and later adniitted, "I didn*t really read 
that pas8a,<^c'* .lie equivocated continually , saying that*it 'j , 
was imposnlble to d.lsprove that there were two gunmen 'snd^ * 
tlion saying, It didn't R»>cm to me possible from the 

evidence to prove two riflemen, if there*v5fere two riflemen, 
fine, I n.oan. . . , , . If someone can ))rove it, let tliem prove it, 
I can't ptnve it. I don't think the autopsy proves it, 
maybe it does,’’ 




I 



•.we had a long rambling discussion of what happened in the 
shootiri'?;, ••hor\ tnlklny about vdiat car\ be determined of the 
angles of entry iii Iwonnerly and tionnally, Epstein began 
qaestioniii..': the j udr.emerits of his own expert - V/echt. It 
became ridioulout;. 



-As for hln absurd suggestion about the oak tree being defoliated 
and hence a U owi ng an earlier shot. I had him cold , "‘T'Oiybe 
I'rn wrong, 1 was told it wa^^ a deciduous tree," 
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_ Finally I asked how he was able to change hia position 
over the years from having; once believed the lone assassin 
theory untenable Uhanks to J.Policoff for pointing out the 
relevant quote from hia Hea list piece.) to now putting forward 
the lone assassin theory, his response* 

"It seemed when the >Varren Report came out that one person couldn't 
have accounted for all .the shots. I still think its unlikely... 
maybe you’ve been persuaded that its possible that one person can 
fire that number of shots, maybe you don't think that one person . 
can fire within 7 seconds. XoiH> bill think its likely, 

but suddenly you start to think tliat these things are poaaible.^ 

As I got more and more into the fact that Oswald had a disposition 
to take these shots at Kennedy.,.. I got into his character beinr 
a revolutionary and everything else and it seemed plausible 
that he did, and I juat decided that I couldn't resolve the 
questions of the bullets. I couldn’t figure out the sequence 
and I di'ln’t address myself to it. Its non a question of coming 
out and sayiri-/ there can onl.y be one assassin, I can't say tnat, 

1 can say that I’m convinced that tlie bullets came from behind 
Oswald (read JFK) and that at least two of them came from 
Osv<ald's ri fie , eh I from behind Kennedy. 2h, that's it as far as 
I can eo with the facts. I just didn't address myself to that 
question. Its not a question that I think can be resolved any- | 
moi'e from the evidence. I think the 'Jarren Comrnissionj and the | 

FCI and autops.y doctors Just left it open and it just can't j 

be figured out. If you can figure it out or if someone else 

can figure it out but then bullets are only one indication 

of a conspiracy I don't think anyone is ever going to be 

able to prove that there were two asaassin.s , or only one assassin, | 
from the numbor of bullets fired, unless they find a bullet 
that doesn't match the other bullets, that of course 

!• 

I asked why he wan leas willing now to acknowledge this problem | 

(of the lone assassin theory), he said, "I just acknowledged ^ ! 

it, you know, its a problem. What I’m saying is wnat I'm not willing 
to do is say I can resolve it." 

-The tape ran out at thin point, but we continued 
another hO minutes or so. -le returned to a number of points 
that we discussed earlier. Epntein admitted that he felt it | 

likely tfiat the CIA had asked, or at leant encouraged, the j 

Hush la ns to *iend over a defector who couldptate that Oswald I 

way not KC,b. (Very interesting in light of the book’s line.) t 

Also he presented what I found to be a fairly convincing case^ j 
for Priscilla as uIA. (he had to leave before I could press him 
further on what thiu says about Marina, although the implications 
are obvious.) He admitted that there was a good case to bo 
made for KdO as FBI informant (and this would most certainly ^ | | 

explain many of live Bureau's actions, eg. destruction of note; 

Ho proton> I ei be unaware of Bpas T. Raikin's work as an informant 
for various i ntelligenoe apencies, then said he had heard such talk, 
Cbnfirmeil dullivan v;as hia source on Hoover and Fedora, |, 

One fin.il nolo,- during the interviev; lie received a phone call 
in reypon.so to some answers he v/a.n seeking about <.>olby'3 dismissaj , 
His contact told him that Kissinger had asked to pass along the 
word that he liked Epstein’s book. (Epstein beamed but said he 

doubted ur.K had read it.) 
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